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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 90-93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Day (US 4,179,995) in view of Janeway (US 2,737,907). 

Day discloses a rail car truck sideframe, shown partially in figure 2. The truck 10 
is comprised of a sideframe 12 and the sideframe 12 is further comprised of a window 
14 for accepting a bolster 18. The window 14 is defined by a tension member defining 
the lower chord of the window 14 and a compression member defining the top chord of 
the window. Right and left vertical columns define the sides of the window. As shown in 
figure 2, the lower tension member arches upward to meet the upper compression 
member at the front and read of the sideframe. This meeting is positioned adjacent to 
the end pedestal jaws of the sideframe. The sideframe also has friction members 54 
positioned on the vertical columns and contact the bolster 18. The pedestal seats of the 
sideframe are comprised of bearing adapters 94 having a convex top surface 92 which 
contacts the underside concave surface of the pedestal jaw, as shown in cross section 
in figure 3. The bearing adapter 94 is also comprised of a pair of vertical arches on the 
right and left sides of the bearing adapter 94, shown in figure 3. The vertical arches 
contact the outer side edges of the pedestal jaw when the convex and concave surfaces 
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are in contact with each other. This mating of convex and concave surfaces of the 
bearing adapter and pedestal jaw allow for rolling contact of the sideframe relative to the 
bearing adapter. Based on the same cross hatching of the bearing adapter and the 
pedestal of figure 3, the Examiner has interpreted that the two components would both 
be made of the same metal material. This would cause for a metal rolling contact 
surface between the two components. Snubber components on the bearing adapter 
would reduce fore and aft yawing movement of the adapter and sideframe. This 
reduction in yaw and the rolling surfaces of the adapter and sideframe would cause for 
the truck to return to a neutral or straight position. 

Day discloses the rail car truck as described above. However, Day does not 
specifically state that the convex and concave surfaces of the bearing adapter form a 
spherical shape. Janeway discloses a railway truck having a bearing adapter 46 having 
a "dome-like" structure that is substantially "hemi-spheroidal or hemi-ellipsoidal" as 
described in column 4, lines 45-55. This dome structure allows for movement along 
axes that are both parallel and perpendicular to the arched structure of the bearing 
assembly. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied a 
domed bearing structure, like that of Janeway, to a rail car truck, like that of Day with 
the expected result of increasing mobility of the truck and therefore improving the ride of 
the truck and the railcar. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 71-89 are allowed. 
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Claim 94 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 71-94 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ROBERT J. MCCARRY JR whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-6683. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 
7:00am to 3:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, S. Joseph Morano can be reached on (571) 272-6684. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

IS. Joseph Morano/ /R. J. McCarry Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3617 Examiner, Art Unit 3617 



RJM 

October 22, 2009 



